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I he abovc PiUCiii rppjk autu it>e!Cin<Kk>! the ptCioir opphcuion >i-> dn KUf\iJ oU s pikni 
20 b 7^^.59^ iiied on U) l'>'^'i a.^d >eu on - 1 1 ''OuJ and >ta\MK' tiu vinv iule .md tr \en.o^ 
as the pjcseJK applK i s >u Tf't h in - J ^) f ""^'^ ss she j-inofiis t.'atc o! iho jnesetu 
apphL.£Uk>n A^ppiivtuus >\t<te iiouAed ol the ftnal Oiiloe aciion being <>ppealed on 3 !(> 2010 In 
that Offkc action, bxammei rejected cbtms 1-2X under 35 USC J 03 as obxioiis o\cr the 
combinatjoi) of Levy. U.S. Patent 5.995,961 (beremafter "'Levy") with U.S. patent 6J46.421, 
2,5 Wvnblait. et al, Svstem and method for automatic seiec(wn oj mternei data nreams. filed Jime 
^0, 1 999 {hereinafter '"U x nbi v i ^ \Dp' cants ai>e tTa%€rsing the reiectton 



Wh> the combination of Le^j and \\}»biatt does not support a rejection under 35 I .S.C 

30 

In order to make a fejectJon under 35 U.S.C, 103, Examiner must make a prima facie case of 
obviousness. One of the eleraents of tiie prima facie case is that the combined references 
disclose all of the liniitations of the claim under rejection. Claim i as presently amended reads 
as follows: 



.1 1. (curreoUy amended ) A rmih<iA performed in a search server of initiating a 

2 connection via a network for a stTeaming data iteiia between a client for the 

3 streaming data item and a streaming data item .server that contains the stieammg 

4 data item, tbe cUeni and the streaming data item server and the diem aiid the 

5 search server being accessible to each other via the network, the connection being 

6 independent of the search ser\'er, and the method comprising the steps of: 

7 receiving a specification of tlie streaming data item from tlte client via the 

8 network; 
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9 muiL' U)e pt.ilitatioi lo PU\e a qsen m a database svstesu Ibat i^ 

10 iUccsMble lO ihe starch scnej the qum rcUirnfng a ftr^f ulcnuhct t)w kienufiCN 

1 1 the streammg data item; and 

12 prfn idmg the fin! identifier afhJ a seeotid uiemrfier to fhc stn'iunm}( data 
!3 item iervcr lhat coniams the sucammg data itern, the second idciujfier idenUfvuig 

14 the cheni and the first iJentifm mid the i^econd lUenUfiet hemg usad b\ the 

15 sfreamim data nem server to establish the connection between, ihe client and the 

16 streamviig data iieni. (enipliasjs addedjs 



\i pa-c of his final Jt'!<;cuoa I \anunet staters lhai Fjg ^ and < 4 Sines i^f W vnblait 
discUsse iho lunuaU<>u^ v>f the kisi cLiuss? of the ckum (hnes \2-\i--'> The hniitauoiis oi k-Utm Ts 
20 iasi claui-c aic disclo<-scd neither ai that iocaiion nor anywhere else in VV\nb!ait, tind 
consequentiy, Exarainer has failed to make the x&qfm&A prima facie case. 

Most of the disclosure for what Appiicants are claiming in the present application inay be ibtittd 
at page 21, line 29-pfage 24, line As set fortih at page 22, iiiie 29-page 23, line 2 of the present 
25 application, 

Because of die problems with delivering sireaniiiig data through a database 
system, database systems have generally been limited to providing the 
location of the desired streaming data to the user, with a separate interaction 
between the user and the source of the streaming data being required to 
30 actually obtain the video or audio data. 

Wynblatt is a good example of tlie prior-art technique of providing the client with the location of 
the streaming data and letting the client establish tiie connection with the streaming data server. 
Wynblatt's FIG. 2 shows a system for delivering streaming data to a client. The figure is 
35 described at col, 2, line 54-col. 3, line 50, .As set forth there, Wynblatt's local computer 1 15 
executes a client program 116 which accesses data streams from data stream servers 110, 
descriptions of the data streams' contents frcmi descriptive WWW servers 111, and files with 
lists of URLs for data streams and data stream descriptions in sen-ers 1 1 1 and 1 10 from friendly 
server 1 12. See in tins regard col. 2, line 57~coI. 3, liiie 26. 

40 

Iht n,ns;.lian of f-K; ^ -^h. us no x <. / , ' \ i \ \>. nneuKts ^^,)th -.encrs ! jd and 1 1 . an(. 
lnendi\ sojvv'i i 12 io obkun sut iPtu g d.aa The flow dian s descnbtu al loI hne^-'-^i! " 
line 5" \s is a,>,>aiear iioni the discussion, < '/ of idl \i<p^ >/ </. to\\x.ha i ^.^u >\no 'h^J '^i 
Ltiem progtjm 116 in bicp^ ^01 and ^02 tlie client download Maia source adaicsv,es 1 om 
45 friendly ser\'er 112. The data source addresses are URLs of data streains in data stream servers 
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1 Hi and desciiptne pages fioni descnpme seners 1 i i (col 4 imes 17-25, Imes 55-56) Ui wep 

303. ihe cbeni uses ihe dou^iloaded URLs of descnpine pages to download descnpuxc data 

about Ihe data sircams {col 4, hues 55-6 j } In s,tep MH. the cheni cmplojs a \<i!ue fimction to 

choose the preferred stream. In step 305, 

5 f/7f Ji^ff Dfi^'tif" 116 uiiUates a uymtixlitm to the Lonx^povJ-i-"^ ioia s/rta ii 

ncv ! io oihl SIS the X ij \/f\\i»r Kion ^0*=) {jf .i difioteni data sitcam \\as 
pieviotisK opened u is ulose, ."^ si .nes h- \ aii uuLv. ihc cUenl t K> <ind ser\ei 
in e^tahiish a •,ttc\iii!nj -uk. son a-ing a siandaid prou>t.ol such as RISP 
Once the >tiOdiniiu c^^nik^' is osuibhsacd the client 1 !<> begins tevcnsng data 
iO and piocessiui; the vM.,^ ivh i-, then oiitpiu b\ the ioca! cumptufi iI5 as 

appjopria\ tot the i)iS(.n appi.;.at on {^.ol "* imcs l')-^")* emphasis added) 

h\i)\n the fUnsciiau oi FiG "> and the loteyoiny des^npuon liiae can up d<jubt thv,t it ts 
Wsnbiatts t,ue>ii that establ,- Ik ^ hk\i m • ^ ho s ^\ in' senei This L.t.i pl..Le-> 
15 W\nb!att sqiuuciv wnhm the pnoi art tc<-hn!ques -iei iorth as pa;^'C 22 hre 2'>-pa^e 2 ^, hne 2 of 
the piesem appiicauon In those techniques u is the I'lcm uhiuh interaclt. with the stteammts 
servci to establish ihc connection The diem prervides the URI for the sia'ammg data and the 
client's own W io the server and the sireamiiig server «ses the URL and the client 's ID to set up 
tiie connection, 

20 

AppticatJis' claim I, by contrast requires that ihe method step 

providrng the first identiHer and a second identifier to tJ^e streanjing data item 
server that contains the streaming data item, the second ideuttfier idetitifying the 
ciiem aiid the first identifier ahd the second identifier being used by the streaming 
25 data itera server to establish the connection between the client and the streaming 

data item. 

be "performed in a search server" (claim 1, line 1). The method step thus requires that the 
search server (not the client) provides the first identifier (the id for the streaming data item) and 
30 the second identifier (the ID for the client) to the streaming data item server. The streaming 
data Hem server (not the client) then uses the identifiers to establish the connection between the 
client and the streaming dat^ item. 

Wsnhlat* otsJosos nodinv^ hke the claimed uitesawUon between the seaich server and the 
35 streamiiii; data Mm bcixer on the one hand and the chcni on the othet hand to establish the 
connection for the su-eammg data item between the sti earning data Jtem seiver and the cHeitt. 
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That fact is confirmed by Examiner's rejeeiion in the Office action of 5/10.^2010 md in the 
Advisory Action of which Appiicanis were noiified on 6/]6/20i0. 

RebuUa} qfthv rcjeviion of3'!0/2O10 
5 The location ui Wynblad ciied by Examiner in the rejecuon of 3/10/2010, col 4, Hues 55-61, 
sinipiy states ilvM Wyobiatl's ciseni program uses H TTP so do\M:io;!d descriptive pages froin the 
descriptive servers 1 i K and thus discloses niV;hi!K< beyor-O wha- is disclosed at Wynblatt's coi. 
7, lines 19-27, quoted above. As pointed oiu there, what thai iocation discloses is ihe prior-art 
technitjue of establishing a connecUon between die stremiimg sers er aitd the client, namely that 
10 the cliefU provides the information lo the streaming serv'er which the streaming server uses to 
make the connection. Claim 1, however, requires that the search mrer provide the 
mibrmation m the stfrnming server which ih& streaming seiver msqs to tuake tlie conneciibiT. 

R&buUat of the rejection of the A(Mmry Action of 6/1 6/2010 

15 Examiner's final word i,<5 his Advisory action of 6/16/2010. There, Examiner cites to 
Wynbiait's description of how the cJiefit uses URLs for streaming data to dovv^nload descriptive 
pages tm tlie streaming data from the descriptive server* applies a vahie fnnctipn to the 
downloaded pages to select one of the items of streaming data, and then wses the URL 
corresponding lo the page to e,si3bl!sh ihe connection between the client and the streaming data, 

20 Again, there is nothing in any of this which shows chiim i's limitation tiiat the search .myer 
provide the infbmiation to the sfreaniing server which the streaming server uses to make the 
comvection. Became Wynbiatt fails io disclose this limitation, the combination of Wyiiblatt and 
Levy does not disclose all of the limi tations of the claim and Examiner has not made his pritm 
facie c&se of obviousness. 

25 

Applicant's independent claims 1, 5, 9^ 15, 19, and 23 all clearly set forth tl-se foregoing 
distmction between Applicants' lechniques for estabiishmg a connection between the chent and 
Ihe bticammg >ctver and the prior art solution of Wynblatt, and consequently none of 
'Vpp.iv.afU,'>' independent clann,s t,s lendeted obvious b> ihe combjnatfon of Wynhlait and 
30 I e\\ Bv.'oauiv.' dun is the i_Ltv none A .pphcanls' dependent ohmn^ in iendeicd obvt>Mt', h\ lac 
comb naiion fuithoj <is ^ct ionb m \->plicant ' response of !une '> 2(i|() dependent clutns 
^ ~J3 21, and 2" kne addt-tl hnntaUi'n-, ,hal a.e ao; d!sclo-,ed m the con-'bmau,in oi itleu-pcei 
d\ul ate cortsequenilv paieniable m then own nghts o\ei the refeierKes A,-. aSo set fotdi in 
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Applicaius' iespOft,se of June 20 in, EKamaiei finds tht? additional Iimiiauoiii. of dependent 
claims 2, 4, f>, S. 10, 12, 14. 16 18, 20, 22 24, 2(k ami 28 m the Rodnjiue/ refcience, the 
problem here is simph thai Rodriguez has a fihng date of September 22, 2002 and a pubhcauon 
date of July 27, 2004, and would consequently noi appear to be available as a reference agamsl 
5 the claims of the present application. 



Applicants have demonstrated that all of Applicants' independent claims have iinritations which 
are not disclosed by the combination of Levy sikI Wynblatt and have thereby traversed 

10 Examiner's final rejection. Applicants have further demonstrated thai many of the dependent 
claims contain limitatiOxts wlitch are not disclosed in the references, and tliat others of the 
depetident claims have been rejected on the basis of tlie Rodriguez reforencej which is not 
available for thai puri>Gse. Applicants conseqnettily respectfully request that the conferees 
either allow tlte application or withdraw tlie finality of tile reiectidii and reopen prosectttion. 

15 The required Requejit for a pre-appeal brief ' confermce and f^oiice of Appeal accompany tltis 
Brief, along with the requisite fc^es for the Notice of Appeal and a one-month extension of time. 
Should any fnrther lees be required, please charge them to deposit account number 501315. 
Overpayments sfeooid be credited to that account 

20 Respectfully submitted. 
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